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the Syrian colonists. To him all Saracens were "pagan cattle," and he
reveled, almost sadistically, in descriptions of their slaughter and dis-
comfiture. Even though he mentioned instances of the generosity and
chivalry of Saladin and Saphadin, he spoke of them most unflatteringly
and piously invoked God's curse against the whole Moslem breed. He
did not record miracles, nor did he recount tales of the intervention of
saints in behalf of the Christian army as did some of the chroniclers of
the first crusade; but he did see in the sufferings of the Christians the
evidences of God's wrath at the unworthy actions of the people 5 and
the tribulations of Jerusalem were to him the direct result of the im-
piety of her inhabitants.
In contrast to Ambroise we must consider the accounts of Ernoul
and of the JLraclesy both written by Frankish settlers in Syria. They rep-
resent the "colonial" as distinguished from the "crusader" viewpoint,
and they disagree with Ambroise in their whole interpretation of the
events which led up to the crusade. While to them the Saracens were
the enemy, there can be found in them none of that hatred which
inspired the western writers. They wrote of the Saracens as an Eng-
lishman of that time would have written of the French or as a modern
Englishman would write of the Italians: enemy neighbors with vices
surely enough, but also with some virtues. The fortunes of war were
observed more dispassionately by the eastern Christians $ we do not
find them reveling in the number of Saracens slain as did Ambroise.
These Syrian Franks knew personally the situation in the East 5 they
judged events from the political viewpoint, and the good of their
kingdom more than the zeal for the Cross governed their judgments.
To these men, who knew and understood the issues involved, Ray-
mond of Tripoli and Conrad de Montferrat were the heroes of the
story, not the villains 5 it was to Ambroise, prejudiced and ill informed,
that they appeared as base traitors and wicked scoundrels. When one
considers the unanimity with which all the greater barons of Frankish
Syria, men who had the greatest stake in the land, supported Raymond
and Conrad 3 when one studies the record of the court party under
Guy and Renaud de Chatillonj when one forgets religious prejudice
and considers only political exigency, he cannot but realize that Ray-
mond and Conrad represented and led the party which comprised the
ablest, soundest, most far-seeing elements in the kingdom of Jeru-